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RESPONSR > OFFICE ACTION 


This paper responds to the Office Action da ' May 7, 2003. 


In view of the Appeal Brief filed Februar>' 
of the pending claims which had previously 
(*Tsubone"), 


2003, the Exajnincr has withdrawn the rejection 
en maintained in view of reference HP 0 344 726 


Now the Examiner rejects all claims in viev fa two-way combination of Tsubonc and a US 
Pat. No. US 6,231,962 to Bries et al. ('^Bric 


ft should next be noted that Tsubone aJid Br 
by one skilled in the art. Tsubone directs it^ 
invention), but Bries directs itself to a sort c 
removable material with an adhesive select 
removed without defacing the wall to vvhicl 
Invention, col. 2, lines 52-56.) For this rca^ 
rejection as being based upon an improper c 

It is also noted that the Examiner has provic 
be combined. Applicant's attorney disagret 
Ahlert and Kruger. 1 65 USPQ 4 1 8 (CCFA 
view and asks whether the Examiner can sh 
requested that the rejection be withdrawn. 


. are non-analogous art and would not be combined 
rto a packaging material (as does the claimed 
*ost-It Note that contains foam. (Bries teaches a 

so that the material, an adhesive tape, can be 
ie tape is temporarily applied. Col. K Field of the 

alone the Examiner is requested to withdraw the 
nbination of two references. 

; no support for the view that the references would 
A'ith this view, and motivated by the case of Re 
70) applicant's attorney hereby challenges this 
- support for this view. Absent such support it is 


.lies ^Ai.ui^i IK- L.^oicss AT inai purpose wiuiii) .:cl:inimaLc casii> 

t,nec:K>n.rcct>nticciion layci' ot adhesue ; iught in Bries wou d lead to a packagnik^ inalcrial 


that is extremely poorly suited tt^ its purpos 
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For all of these reasons it is requested that the mo-way coi i nation be withdrawn, and thus that 
the rejection be withdrawn. 

The Examiner is respectfully reminded of the arguments \\ :h have previously been made in 
this application in the Appeal Brief regarding fsubone. 

Attached please find Forms PTO/SB/22 and PTO2038. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Carl Oppedahl 
PTO Reg. No. 32,746 
Oppedahl & Larson LLP 
P O Box 5068 
Dillon, CO 80435-5068 
telephone 970-468^6600 
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